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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1, 3-4, 6, 8, 12, 15, 16 and 18-19 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C, 102(b) as being anticipated by Garcia (US 
2001/0038344) . 

In reference to Claim 1 , Garcia discloses an alarm system 
responding to presence of an emergency vehicle wherein claimed 
emergency signal detector met by receiver 14 and claimed 
emergency transmitter met by transmitter 12, see Fig. 1 and 
para. [0032]; claimed direction module met by processor 65; see 
para. [0046]; claimed alarm generator met by display control 67 
monitor 42 and approach signalling device 69, see paras. [0047- 
0048]. 

In reference to Claim 3 , Garcia further discloses the 
signal is generally a radio wave signal. 

In reference to Claim 4 , it is inherent that a radio wave 
signal constitutes radar as radar is emitted radio wave signals 
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reflected back to the source and since the claimed invention 
does not utilize the reflected signal and receives the signal at 
remote location, it is therefore inherent that the radar system 
is only that of a radio frequency system. 

In reference to Claims 6 and 8 , Garcia further discloses . 
global positioning system 34 provided for advising the drivers 
of the non-emergency vehicles of the location of the emergency 
vehicle emitting an emergency signal, see para. [0041] . 

In reference to Claim 12 , see above rejection in reference 
to Claim 1 . 

In reference to Claim 15 , see above rejection in reference 
to Claim 1. 

In reference to Claim 16 , see above rejection in reference 
to Claims 6 and 8 . 

In reference to Claims 18 and 19 , Garcia further discloses 
the transmitter is located on emergency vehicle 10 which 
includes ambulance and police car, . see Figs. 1 and 3. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, 4, 17 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

as being unpatentable over Garcia in view of Ewing (US 6822580) . 

In reference to Claims 2, 4 and 17 , Garcia discloses that 

signals are radio wave signals but could also be any other air 

wave signals. Garcia does not specifically disclose optical 

wave signals. However, Ewing teaches of an emergency vehicle 

warning system wherein transmitters emit infrared signals, which 

are in the optical range, see Col. 2 Ins 49-58. Therefore, one 

having ordinary skill 'in the art at the time the invention was 

made would have incorporated the teachings of Ewing into the 

system of Garcia because infrared and optical communication 

means are functionally equivalent and readily available 

components . 

In reference to Claim 20 , see above rejections in reference 
to Claims 17-19. 



5. Claims 7 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Garcia in view of Cardillo (US 6690291) . 
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In reference to Claim 1 , Garcia disclose location- 
determining means utilizing GPS system 34. Garcia does not 
disclose triangulation. However, Cardillo teaches of a vehicle 
hazard warning system wherein the hazard signal received by 
antennas 144, 146 and 148 are triangulated to determine 
location, see Col. 5 Ins 50-55. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made would have incorporated the teachings of 
Cardillo into the system of Garcia because GPS based systems may 
not properly work correctly in areas with many and/or tall 
obstructions of the receipt of satellite signals. 

In reference to Claims 13-14 , Garcia discloses processor 
65, monitor 42 and approach signalling device 69 for providing a 
user the location of the emergency transmission. Garcia does 
not specifically disclose L, R, F, B, LF, RF, etc. indicia. 
However, Cardillo discloses visual display device wherein arrow 
160 identifies hazardous situations in front of the vehicle, 
arrow 162 identifies hazardous situations behind the vehicle, 
arrows 164 and 166 identify hazardous situations to the left and 
right of the vehicle, respectively and other arrows 170 identify 
directions in between the arrows 160, 162, 164 and 166, see Col. 
5 Ins 56-62 and Fig. 10 (pg. 1 of Drawings) . Therefore, one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made would have incorporated the teachings of Cardillo into the 
system of Garcia because simplification of visual data in a car 
allows the driver more time to allot to driving. In addition, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill that 
arrows and alphanumerics such as LF, RB, etc. are functionally 
equivalent and designers, manufacturers, etc, would select the 
appropriate indicia based on desired criteria. 

6. Claims 9 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Garcia in view Ewing and in further view 
of Cardillo. 

In reference to Claims 9 and 11 , Garcia and Ewing disclose 
location-determining means utilizing GPS system 34. Garcia and 
Ewing does not disclose triangulation. However, Cardillo 
teaches of a vehicle hazard-warning system wherein the hazard 
signal received by antennas 144, 146 and 148 are triangulated to 
determine location, see Col. 5 Ins 50-55. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made would have incorporated the 
teachings of Cardillo into the system of Garcia and Ewing 
because GPS based systems may not properly work correctly in 
areas with many and/or tall obstructions of the receipt of 
satellite signals. 
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Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Arbinger (US 
6339382) discloses an emergency vehicle alert system. Gross (US 
6326903) discloses an emergency vehicle traffic signal pre- 
emption and collision avoidance system. Markow (US 6087961) 
discloses a directional warning system for detecting emergency 
vehicles. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Samuel J. 
Walk whose telephone number is (571) 272-2960. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F: 8:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Daniel Wu can be 
reached on (571) 272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http: //pair-direct. uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 




